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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 102 
1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-2, 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 

Moore, Pub. No. US 2003/0039242. 

Regarding claim 1, Moore discloses a method of forwarding a call from a mobile 
phone, the method comprising: determining that the mobile phone is within range of a wireless 
local area network base station with voice over internet protocol capability (i.e., the mobile 
handset is enabled to determine whether it is within range of the local network) (see page 2, 
paragraph 29 lines 9-10); receiving an internet protocol address associated with the wireless local 
area network base station (i.e., to enable the forwarding of telephone calls from the mobile 
telephone network to the VoIP telephone network, the handset may first request the telephone 
number of the VoIP gateway)(see page 2, paragraph 32, lines 1-4); sending a call forwarding 
message including the internet protocol address from the mobile phone to a remote cellular 
network element of a wide area cellular network (i.e., the handset sends a command to the 
mobile telephone network) (see page 2, paragraph 32, line 5). 

Regarding claim 2, Moore discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection), wherein the cellular 
network redirects a call destined to the mobile phone to the wireless local area network base 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/702, 1 32 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2681 

station for communication with the mobile phone using the voice over Internet protocol (i.e., the 
mobile handset sends a command to the mobile telephone network instructing the mobile 
telephone network to forward incoming telephone calls to a telephone number of the VoIP 
gateway via the VoIP telephone network) (see page 3, paragraph 34, lines 3-8). 

Regarding claim 5, Moore discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection), further comprising 
determining that the mobile phone has moved out of range of the wireless local area network 
base station and sending a message to the cellular network element to cancel call forwarding to 
the wireless local area network base station (i.e., the handset is enabled to determine whether it is 
within range of the local network. And, the forwarding of telephone calls may be disabled when 
the handset is outside the range of the local network) (see page 2, paragraphs 29, and 30). 

Regarding claim 6, Moore discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection), wherein the wide 
area cellular network sends a call directly to the mobile phone over the cellular spectrum after 
the mobile phone has moved out of range of the wireless local area network base station (i.e., if 
the handset is outside of the range of the local network, data traffic may be routed to and from 
the handset via the mobile telephone network) (see page 2, paragraph 29, lines 13-15). 

Regarding claim 7, Moore discloses a method (see claim 2 rejection), wherein the mobile 
phone and the wireless local area network base station communicate bidirectionally using the 
voice over Internet protocol (i.e., a VoIP gateway for the VoIP telephone network. A cable 
modem allows communication between the mobile handset and the VoIP telephone network. 
Also, data traffic may be routed to and from the handset via the VoIP telephone network) (see 
page 2, paragraph 29). 
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3. Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Reding 
et al. (Reding), Pub. No. 2004/0213212. 

Regarding claim 14, Reding discloses a mobile phone comprising: a housing (see fig. 6- 
8); an antenna attached to the housing (see fig. 6-8); a wide area cellular communications module 
disposed within the housing, the wide area cellular communications module having a cellular 
interface to communicate with a remote wide area cellular network (i.e., transceiver) (see page 2, 
paragraph 26; and page 8, paragraphs 88 and 89); and a short-range wireless local area network 
module disposed within the housing, the short-range wireless local area network module having 
a wireless interface to communicate with a wireless local area network having voice over internet 
protocol communications capability (see page 8 paragraph 88). 

Regarding claim 15, Reding discloses a mobile phone (see claim 14 rejection), wherein 
the wide area cellular communications module and the short-range wireless local area network 
module are computer software modules integrated within a digital processor device (i.e., 
Bluetooth-enabled device) (see page 8, paragraph 89). 

Regarding claim 16, Reding discloses a mobile phone (see claim 15 rejection) further 
comprising a memory (inherent) coupled to the digital processor device, the memory storing an 
Internet protocol address received by the mobile phone from the wireless local area network (see 
page 4, paragraphs 87 and 88). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3-4, 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moore in view of Reding et al. (Reding), Pub. No. 2004/0213212. 

Regarding claim 3, Moore discloses a method as described above (see claim 1 rejection). 

Although Moore discloses a method as described, Moore fails to specifically disclose a 
method, wherein the mobile phone determines that it is in range of the wireless local area 
network by receiving a message in accordance with the 802, 1 1 communication protocol. 

However, Reding discloses a method for call forwarding (see abstract), in which the 
system is capable of receiving an indication, which indicates that a first wireless device has 
entered or left the vicinity or range of a second wireless device, wherein the indication may be 
accomplished by using a protocol such as the EEEE 802. 1 1(b). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine both teachings, which are analogous, to arrive at the claimed invention. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to allow wireless comparability comparable to 
Ethernet. 

Regarding claim 4, Moore discloses a method as described above (see claim 1 
rejection). 

Although Moore discloses a method as described, Moore fails to specifically disclose a 
method, wherein the Internet protocol address is communicated to the mobile phone using the 
dynamic host configuration protocol. 
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However, Reding discloses a method for call forwarding (see abstract), wherein a storage 
module includes program code and information for user terminal to communicate with service 
center. Storage module may include configuration information, such as a Dynamic Host 
Configuration Protocol (DHCP) configuration (see page 3, paragraph 36). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine both teachings to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation for doing so 
would have been to reduce the work necessary to administer an IP network, as related to the 
distribution of the IP address. 

Regarding claim 8, Moore discloses a method of communicating from a wireless local 
area base station to a mobile phone (see abstract), the method comprising: determining that the 
mobile phone is within range of the wireless local area network base station, the wireless local 
area network base station having voice over internet protocol communications capability (i.e., 
the mobile handset is enabled to determine whether it is within range of the local network) (see 
page 2, paragraph 29 lines 9-10); retrieving an internet protocol address associated with the 
wireless local area network base station from a memory (i.e., to enable the forwarding of 
telephone calls from the mobile telephone network to the VoIP telephone network, the handset 
may first request the telephone number of the VoIP gateway)(see page 2, paragraph 32, lines 1- 
4); and sending the internet protocol address to the mobile phone over a wireless fidelity 
communication link (i.e., wireless network) (see page 2, paragraph 32, lines 5-8). 

Although Moore discloses a method as described above, Moore fails to specifically 
disclose a method comprising retrieving an optional port number associated with the wireless 
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local area network base station, and sending the optional port number over a wireless fidelity 
communication link. 

However, Reding discloses a method of communicating from a wireless local area base 
station to a mobile phone, wherein a network interface provides a communications interface 
between user terminal and data network. The network interface may receive and transmit 
communications for user terminal. The network interface may be a local area network port, or a 
wireless data port (see page 3, paragraph 37). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine both teachings to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation for doing so 
would have been to insure the authentication of the communication process. 

Regarding claim 9, Moore discloses a method (see claim 8 rejection), further comprising 
receiving a call from a wide area network, the call directed to the mobile phone at the internet 
protocol address and the optional port number of the VoIP provider (i.e., the mobile handset 
sends a command to the mobile telephone network instructing the mobile telephone network to 
forward incoming telephone calls to a telephone number of the VoIP gateway via the VoIP 
telephone network) (see page 3, paragraph 34, lines 3-8). 

Although Moore discloses a method as described above, Moore fails to specifically 
disclose a method comprising an optional port number of the VoIP provider where the call may 
be directed. 

However, Reding discloses a method of communicating from a wireless local area base 
station to a mobile phone, wherein a network interface, which may provide a communications 
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interface between user terminal and data network, may be a local area network port, or a wireless 
data port (see page 3, paragraph 37). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as disclosed by Moore with the teachings as disclosed by 
Reding to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation to do so would have been to insure the 
authentication of the communication process 

Regarding claim 10, Moore discloses a method as disclosed above (see claim 9 rejection). 

Although Moore discloses a method as described above, Moore fails to specifically 
disclose a method, wherein the wide area network is a distributed computer network. 

However, Reding discloses a method of communicating from a wireless local area base 
station to a mobile phone, wherein the wide area network is a distributed computer network (i.e.. 
a network which consist of clients and servers connected in such a way that any system can 
potentially communicate with any other system) (see page 2, paragraph 25). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as disclosed by Moore with the teachings as disclosed by 
Reding to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation to do so would have been to distribute 
processing to inexpensive system, and to relieve servers of many tasks. 

Regarding claim 1 1, Moore discloses a method (see claims 8, 9 rejections), wherein the 
wide area network includes a high speed wired communication channel (see page 2, paragraph 
30). 
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Regarding claim 12, Moore discloses a method (see claims 8, 9, and 1 1 rejections), 
wherein the high speed wired communication channel is a digital subscriber line connection (i.e., 
Broadband connection) (see page 3, paragraph 38). 

Regarding claim 13, Moore discloses a method (see claims 8 rejection), further 
comprising establishing a bidirectional communication path between the wireless local area 
network base station and the mobile phone and communicating using voice over internet 
protocol over the bidirectional communication path (i.e., a VoIP gateway for the VoIP telephone 
network. A cable modem allows communication between the mobile handset and the VoIP 
telephone network. Also, data traffic may be routed to and from the handset via the VoIP 
telephone network) (see page 2, paragraph 29). 

6. Claims 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reding in view of Moore. 

Regarding claim 17, Reding discloses a mobile phone as described above (see claim 15 
rejection). 

Although Reding discloses a mobile phone comprising of a memory (inherent), Reding 
fails to disclose a mobile phone, wherein the wide area cellular communication module 
formulates a call forwarding message that includes the internet protocol address, the call 
forwarding message to be communicated to the remote wide area cellular network. 

However, Moore discloses a disclose a mobile phone (i.e. mobile handset), wherein the 
wide area cellular communication module formulates a call forwarding message that includes the 
internet protocol address, the call forwarding message to be communicated to the remote wide 
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area cellular network (i.e., the mobile handset sends a command to the mobile telephone network 
instructing the mobile telephone network to forward incoming telephone calls to a telephone 
number of the VoIP gateway via the VoIP telephone network) (see page 3, paragraph 34, lines 3- 

8). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine both teachings to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation to do so 
would have been to insure the authentication of the communication process. 

Regarding claim 18, Reding discloses a mobile phone as described above (see claim 15 
rejection). 

Although Reding discloses a mobile phone as described above, Reding fails to 
specifically disclose a mobile phone device, wherein the wide area cellular communication 
module formulates a message to cancel the previously communicated call forwarding message to 
be sent to the remote wide area cellular network. 

However, Moore discloses mobile phone device, wherein the wide area cellular 
communication module formulates a message to cancel the previously communicated call 
forwarding message to be sent to the remote wide area cellular network (i.e., the handset is 
enabled to determine whether it is within range of the local network. And, the forwarding of 
telephone calls may be disabled when the handset is outside the range of the local network) (see 
page 2, paragraphs 29, and 30). 
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Conclusion 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Pierre-Louis Desir whose telephone number is 703-605-4312. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 0800-1630. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel L Moise can be reached on (703)306-0003. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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